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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
TAMPA DIVISION

DENNIS HUNT,

Plaintiff,
VS, Case No. 8:07-cv-1168-T-30TRBM
LAW LIBRARY BOARD, JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

a Board created by INJUNCTIVE RELIEF REQUESTED
Hillsborough County, Florida;
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PLAINTIFE'S SECOND AMENDED RESPONSE
TO DEFENDANT PILVER’S
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

COMES NOW, Dennis Hunt, the Plaintiff in this cause of action, appearing PRO-SE and
filing this Second Amended Response to Defendant David L. Pilver's Motion for Summary

Judgment, and states as follows:

L INTRODUCTION

Plaintiff' s Amended Complaint pled causes of action against three defendants: The Law
Library Board. Norma J. Wise individually and in her official capacity, and David L. Pilver
individually, alleging that the respective defendants had violated Plaintiffs rights protected by the
First and Fourteenth Amendmentis to the United States Constitution,

Each of the three detfendants has filed a motion for summary judgment. (Dki. 40 Law

Library Board; Dkt. 32 Wise; Dkz. 28 Pilver) As to the individual claims against David L. Piiver,
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defense counsel moves for Summary Judgment on two grounds: (1) Pilver is protected by the
doctrine of qualified immunity. and (2) Plamiiff has no clearly established right 1o acecess and
receive  the foriy-three-thousand volumes of information, and electronic research
(Lexis/Westl.aw) capabilities, provided free by the Law Library Board to the Hillshorough
County Court Bench, Bar Association. and the General Public. (Dkt. #28, Pilver)

. BACKGROUND

The Plaintiff Dennis Hunt (herein “Plaintiff” or “Hunt”) was a patron of the James J.
Lunsford Law Library (herein, “Law Library") during the vears of 2002 and 2003. The Plaintitt
is now, and was at all times relevant to this lawsuit, a “Qualified Individual with Disabilities”
and “‘Disabled” pursuant to United Stales Social Security Administration Disability
Determination. Additionally Plaintiff is now and was at all times relevant to this lawsuit, a
recipient of Federal Housing Assistance, commonly referred fo as “Section-87,

Plaintiff"s claims arise from his use of the James §. Lunsford Law Library (herein “Law
Library™). The Law Library 1s a public fibrary created by Hillsborough County Ordinance No.
(1-16. It is funded by occupational license faxes collected from attorneys and court filing fees
collected by the Hilisborough County Clerk of Court pursuant to Hillsborough County Ordinance
No. 01-10. Defendant Law Library Board (herein “Law Library Board™) was created with full
power and authority to maintain the Law Library for the use by the courts. members of the bench
and bar, and the general public (Dkt. 21 Order). At all times relevant to this action, Defendant
Norma J. Wise (herein "Wise™) a.k.a. Norma J. Brown of Clearwater, FL. was an employee of
Detendant Law Library Board serving as “Director” of the Law Library. Defendant David L.

Pilver (herein “Pilver™), last known address of 5520 Gun Hwy #208, Tampa, FL 33624, wuas at
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all times relevant to this action, an employee of Defendant Law Librarv Board and was hired by
the Law Library Board and/or Wise as a library assistant.

Sandra M. Kellaher, (herein “Keilaher”) of Brandon, FL was during the year of 2003 and
for 14 years prior, a Member of the Law Library Board, and in 2003 was Charr of the Law
Library Board.

During 2003, the Plaintitt was patronizing the Law Library several times cach week.
mostly during the evening hours on weekdays and the afternoon hours on weekends. Durning the
same time period and for § years foltowing, Plamtff regularly visited and sat-in on various Court
Hearings and Trials of the Thirteenth Judicial District, in and for Hillsborough County. Florida,
to self~educate himself in the Judicial System and Laws of Florida. Plaintiffs initial goal was to

enable himsel{ to recover the value ot his automobile through the Judicial System.

1 During a period of time when the Plaimiiff was oul-of-state. Plaintifl lost Title and Ownership of his
autamnobile duc 1o wrongful acts by 1hic Board of Direclors of the Condominrium Association where Plaintif) resided.
The Board of Dircctors ordered the removal of Plaintilt"s automobile [romn a reserved parking space assigned for (he
exclusive use of Phintitf's residence. After removing Plhaiatifl*s auviomobile from the propeny. the Secrctary
member of the Board of Directors used Phaintiff's reserved parking space to park her antomobile, feaving her
reserved parking space open for the parking of her overnight and weckend guests.

Plaintiff bebeves the action laken by the condominiun Board of Divectors was to evict Pluntil becanse his
application showed he was recetving Scction-8 housing assistance. The board’s motivation o act against the
PLuintiff, was like the ingrained and ignorant hatred that Defendant Pilver in the present case holds against Scction-8
poople: “Those Section-8 people don’t even work, pay any rent, or anything clse, and they are not cven allowed in
the apartment building that 1 live in.” In the present case, Pilver and Wise iook action to cvict the Plaintiff fromy the
Law Librany.

I,  WISE WAS A DECISION MAKER OR OTHERWISE
PART OF THE DECISION MAKING PROCESS FOR PILVER.

In deposilion testimony on January 8, 2009 (Dkt. 28 Exh. 4, Wise Depo.}, Wise tells that
she has drafled changes to the Law Library Rules (Dkt. 28 Exh. 4, Wise Depo. p.12 lines 18-25;
Dkt 31 Exh. 12). indicating her involvement in decision making processes. Additionally Wise

had made an Inernet inguiry to the message board of the University of Cahifornia, Davis, the
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LAWLIB LISTSERYV, wherein Wise sought support of her position about not allowing patrons
to make copies with their own copy devices (Dki. 28 Exh. 4, Wise Depo. p.19-20; Dkt 31 Exh.
12), also indicating Wise’s involvement in Decision Making Processes.

in deposition testimony on January &, 2009 (Dkt. 31 p.24-28, 31-33), Wise denies her
involvement in the Decision-Making Process of the ad-hoc policy providing an absolute and
unfettered discretion to Pilver, to trespass and permanently bar the Plaintiff from the Law
Library. In the criminal frial of the Plainuiff on June 8, 2005 (Dki. 28 Exh. #2), Kellaher, the
Chair of the Law Library Board, testified under oath and before a jury. that Wise contacted her
telephonically to confer over the ad-hoc policy Wise and Pilver sought Kellaher {0 endorse as
Chair of the Law Library Board. Kellaher made it clear to the jury that it was the custom of the
Law Library Board, and one of her duties as the Board Chair to act for the Law Library Board, as
it was impossible to get the Law Library Board together. (Dkt. 28 Exh. 2 p. 88 - 97)

V. SUMMARY JUDGMENT STANDARD

Summary judgment is appropriate “if the pleadings, depositions, answers to
interrogatories, and admissions on file, together with the affidavits, if any, show that there is no
genuine issue as to any material fact and that the moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter
of law.” Fed. R. Civ. P. 56(c). A factual dispute alone is not enough to defeat a properly pled

motion for summary judgment; only the existence of a genuine issue of material fact will

preciude a grant of summary judgment. duderson v. Liberfy Lobby, inc., 477 U.S. 242, 247-48
{1986).

An issue is genuine if the evidence is such that a reasonable jury could return a verdict
for the nonmoving party. Mize v, Jetferson City Bd. of Educ., 93 F.3d 739, 742 (11th Cir. 1996)

(citing Hairston y._ Gainesvifle Sun Publg Co., 9 F3d 913, 918 (11th Cir. 1993)). A fact is




material if it may affect the outcome of the suit under the governing law. Allen v. Tyson Foods,
Inc., 121 F.3d 642, 646 (11th Cir. 1997). The moving party bears the initial burden of showing
the court, by reference to materials on file, that there are no genuine issues of material fact that

should be decided at trial. Hickson Corp._v. N. Crossarm Co., 357 F.3d 1256, 1260 (11th Cir.

2004) {citing Celotex Corp. v, Camett. 477 U.S. 317, 323 (1986)). “When a moving party has

discharged its burden, the non-moving party must then ‘go beyond the pleadings,” and by its own
affidavits, or by ‘depositions, answers to interrogatories, and admisstons on file” designate

specific facts showing that there is a genuine issue for wial.” Jeffery v. Sarasota Hhife Sox, Inc..

64 F.3d 590, 503-94 (11th Cir. 1995) (citing Celotex, 477 U.S. at 324).
If there is a conflict between the parties™ allegations or evidence, the non-moving party’s
evidence is presumed to be wue and all reasonable inferences must be drawn in the nonmoving

pariy's favor. Shotz v. _City of Planation, Ia., 344 F.3d 1161, 1164 (11th Cir. 2003). If a

reasonable fact finder evaluating the evidence could draw more than one inference from the
facts, and if that inference introduces a genuine issue of matenial fact, the court should not grant

summary judgment. Samples ex rel. Samples v Cinv of Atlania, 846 F.2d 1328, 1330 (1 1th Cir.

1988) (citing Augnsta lron & Steel Works, fne. v, Lamplovers Ins. of Wausau, 835 F.2d 855, 856

(11th Cir. 1988)). However, it the non-movant’s response consists of nothing “more than a
repetition of his conclusional allegations,” summary judgment is not only proper, but required.

Morris v, foss, 663 F.2d 1032, 1034 (1 1th Cir. 1981).

Y. SECTION 1983 CIVIL LIABILITY

Section 1983 imposes civil liability on any person who, under color of state law,
“subjects, or causes (o be subjected” a person “to the deprivation of any rights. privileges. or

immunities secured by the Constitution and taws.” 42 U.S.C. § 1985,



Plaintift alleges that Pilver violated his First Amendment nights. Specitfically, his right to
free speech, right to access the Law Library, right to receive information and ideas, right
petition for change and redress of his grievances, right to association and right 10 protest.
Plainuifl additionally alleges that Pilver, Wise and the Law Library Board violated his Fourteenth
Amendment rights 1o substantial and procedural due process.

Pilver claims that in his individual capacity he is shielded from liability by the doctrine of
qualified immunity. (Dkt. 28} This court has already once found that Pilver in his individual
capacity is not shielded from liability by the doctrine of qualified immunity. (Dkt. 21, Order)

*Qualified immunity protects government officials performing discretionary functions as
fong as their conduct ‘does not vielate clearly established statutory or constitutional rights of

which a reasonable person would have known.”™2 Sty v, {dsher. S32 F.3d 1180, 1183 (1 tth

Cir. 2008) (quoting Beshers v. Harrison, 495 F.3d 1260, 1265 (11" Cir. 2007)). Qualitied

immunity relieves government officials from the need to “constantly err on the side of caution™

by protecting them from Jiability and the burdens of litigation. Holnex v. Kucvnda, 321 F.3d

1069, 1077 (11th Cir. 2003} (citations omitted). However, “it does not offer protection ‘if an
official knew or reasonably should have known that the action he took within his sphere of
official responsibility would violate the constitutional rights of the [plaintift].” 1d. (quoting

Lambert v Fulton County, 253 ¥.3d 588, 596 (11" Cix. 2001)).

2 Phuntily does unol dispute ihat Pilver was a govermment official performing discreliouary functions.
Accordingly. the only issue before the Coust is whether Plaintitl can show that Pilver violited a clearly
cstablished constitutional right of which a reasonabie person would have known.

“It is well established that a plaintiff seeking to overcome the detendant’s privilege of

qualified immunity must show (1) that the ofticer violated his federal constitutional or statutory
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rights, and (2) that those rights were clearly established at the time the officer acted.” Downglas

Asphadt Co. v Qore, _[nc., 541 F3d 1269, 1273 (11th Cir. 2008). The threshold question is

whether the facts alleged, taken in the light most favorable to the plaintilf, establish a
established, then no further inquiries regarding qualified immunity are needed. Id. If. on the other
hand, the facts establish a constitutional violation, then the plaintiff must further show that the

right was “clearly established.” Id. (citing Sawcier v. Kaiz, 533 U.S. 194, 201 (2001)).

“For a constitutional right to be clearly established, the contours of that right "must be

sufficiently clear that a reasonable official would understand that what he is doing violates that

right.”™ Id. (quoting daderson v. Creighion, 483 US. 635, 640 (1987). It is not necessary that the
facts in prior cases be fundamentally similar or even materially similar to the facts alleged; it is
sufficient if pre-existing law gives the official “fair warning that their alleged [conduct is]
unconstitutional.” Hope v, Pelzer. 336 U.S. 730, 741 (2002).

VI.  PLAINTIFF'S RIGHTS WERE CLEARLY ESTABLISHED
ON THE DATE DEFENDANT PILVER VIOLATED THEM

"[Glovernment officials performing discretionary functions generally are shielded from
frability for civil damages insofar as their conduct does not violate clearly established statutory or

constitutional rights of which a reasonable person should have known." Harlow v. Firzgerald,

457 U.S. 800, 818 (1982).

As we have explained, qualified immunity operates “to ensure that betore they are
subjected 10 suit, officers are on notice their conduct is unlawful. " Saucicr v. Kaiz,
5§33 U.S. at 206. For a constitutional right to be clearly established, its contours
‘must be sufficiently clear that a reasonable official would understand that what
he s doing violates that right. This is not to say that an official action s protected
by qualified immunity unless the very action in question has previously been held
unlawful, see Michell v. Forsveh, 472 U8, 511, 535 .. . but it is to say that in the
light of pre-existing law the unlawfulness must be apparent.” dnderson. v,
Creighron, 483 U.S. 635, 640 [] (1987).
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Hope v, Pelzer, 536 U.S. 730, 739 (U.S. 2002).

In this case, Defendant Pilver’s actions violated clearly established Jaw. Plaintiff had g
clearly established right to receive information and ideas, the written words within the forty-
three-thousand volumes of law books, provided by the Law Library Board and through access to
the James ). Lunsford Law Library. It was also clearly established that Defendants” Wise and
Pilver’s retaliation against Plaintift because he engaged in free speech by criticizing Law Library
Policy and Detfendants Wise and Pilver violated his First Amendment rights.

Al Plaintiff Had a Clearly Established Right to Receive Information
at the James J. Lunsford Law Library

"The James §. Lunsford Law Library is a public library, created by Hillsborough County
Ordinance No. 01-16 . . . [and] is open to the general public.” (Amended Complaint. p. 8. 12). In

1943, the Supreme Court held that the First Amendment protects the right to receive information.

library upon demand, even though they were silently protesting. /e at 139, The Supreme Court
"noted that petitioners’ presence in the library was unquestionably lawful. It was a public
facility, open to the public.” fd, The law has been well-established that even when the
government may restrict access to public property "for its intended purposes, conuunicative or

otherwise,” it may do so "as long as the regulation on speech is reasonable and not an eftfort 1o

Ass ooy Pery Local Lducators” Ass’s, 460 US. 37, 46 (1983). "A State or its instrumentality



may, of course, regulate the use of its fibraries or other public facilities. But it must do so in a
reasonable and nondiscriminatory manver, equally applicable to all and adminisiered with
equality to all. . .. it may not invoke regulations as to use — whether they are ad hoc or general
------ as a pretext for pursuing those engaged in lawful, constitutionally protected exercise of their

Thus, it is clearly established that the Plaintiff had a right 1o receive information from the

public hibrary.

3 When a person secks o use government proporty for expressive conduct, different mles apply depending
on the type of property involved. "In balancing the government's interest it Hunitiay the use of His property agajnst
the interests of those who wish to use the property for expressive activity, the Coust has identified three types of
fora: the waditionn! public forum, the public forum created by govermnent designation. and the nonpublic forunm”
Board of dirport Comm 'rs v. Jews for Jesus, fnc. 482 U.S. 369, 373 (198Mciting Perry Bd. Assni v, Perry Local
Kencators' Assn.. 460 118, 37, 43-46 (1983)

“In these quintessential public forums, the government may not prohibit all commumnicative aciivity. For the
State to enforce a content-based oxclusion it wmst show that its regulation is necessary to serve a compelling state
imterest and that it is namowly drawn (o achieve that end ... The Swuic may alse enforce regulations of the ame,
place. aud manner of expression which are content-neutral, are narrowdy tatlored fo serve a significant government
interest, and leave open ample siternative channels of conuunication.” Perpy, 400 LS, at 43, "We have fusther
held, however, thal access 10 a wonpublic forum pwy be restricted by governmem rcgulation as long as the
regulation "is reasonable and not an efforl to suppress expression mercly because officials oppose the speaker's
view." Jews for Jesus, fnc., 482 U8, w1 573 guoling Perry, 460 U8, at do).

p B

B. Plaintiff had a Clearly Established Ripht
to Silent Protest at the Library. as in Brown v, Louisiang

The Plaintiff in this case had the same right to silent protest as in Brows v, Lovisicna. 86

S. Ct. 719, 383 U.S. 131 (1966). In fact, the Plaintiff conducted himself in a no less admirable
fashion than those in Brown. On July 3, 2003, Pilver exercised the ad-hoc policy to retaliate and
get even for the written complaints that Plaintift had made of Pilver to his supervisor Wise and
the Law Library Board. (Doc @ Exh. |, 3, 5, 7) Plaintiff’s written complaints of Pilver were

protected by the First Amendment right to free speech. and right {o petition his Government for a

redress of grievances, but even so, Pilver decided to get even and retaliate through the ad-hoc



policy he and Wise sought and received approval of, through the custom of the Law Library
Board and duty of Kellaher as Chair of the Law Library Board. With Kellaher’s approval, as the
Chair of the Law Library Board, custom was the ad-hoc policy carried the weight of Law Library
Board approval and force of law. As Kellaher testified in the criminal trial of the Plaintiff and
before the jury on the 8™ of June 2003, it was impossible to get the Board together, so it was her
responsibility and duty as Chair of the Law Library Board to handle library matters for the Board
herself. (Dkt. 28 Exh. 2 p. 88 - 97)

In response 10 Pilver’s refaliation and exercising of the unbridled authority given him
through the ad-hoc policy to trespass and permanently bar the Plaintiff from the Law Library,
the Plaintiff gathered together his personal copier, legal research files and belongings. The
Plaintiff then informed Tampa PD Officer Charles Hathcox (“Hathcox™) of his personal
belongings and told Hathcox: “Now I'm going to sit~down and I'm going to stay here until 5 PM.
Unfil 5 PM closing time.” (see Trial Transcript, Dikt. 28 Exh. 2 p. 134-135) Plaintiff then sat
down. Plaintiff"s intent was to sit in silent protest of his bemng ejected without just cause, just as
the black patrons had done in Brown. There was more than one-hour’s time before the Librasy
would close at 5 P.M. and the Plaintiff had caused no disturbance and was not interfering with
the purpose of the Law Library, any other patron’s use of the Law Library, or with Library Staft.
Furthermore, the Plaintiff was not yet informed of the Comic Book like characterization and
accusations that Pilver and Wise were making of him, and he had no good reason to think he
should have to depart the Law Library dunng open hours for the general public. PlainufY alleges
that both Pilver and Wise knew and expected that the Plaintiff would not depart absent a just
cause, as Plaintift"s civil case was already scheduled for trial. (Dkt. SO Awt. 1 Exh. 23) The ad-

hoc policy to trespass and permanently bar the Plamtiff held the gravity and force of law, as
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approved through the Law Library Board custom and duty of Kellaher as chair. (see. Testimony
of Kellaher on 8® of June 2005, in second criminal trial of Plaintiff for trespassing) (Dkt. 28
Exh. 2 p. 88 -97)

The Plaintiff was not provided any hearing before the ad-boc policy permanently banned
the Plaintiff from the Law Library. (Dkt. 28 Exh. 3 Pilver Depe. Exh. 9 Trespass Warning)
Neither was the Plaintiff provided any hearing after the ad-hoc policy permanently barred the
Plaintiff from accessing the information in the Law Library. The Law Library Board’s ongoing
indifference to the rights of the Plaintiff, is evidence of a custom of the Law Library Board to
ignore patron rights and constitutional protections. Neither Pilver nor Wise has rescinded the
barring of the Plaintiff from accessing the forty-three-thousand volumes of legal information and
ideas, provided free to the court bench, bar and general public, by the Law Library Beard and
through access provided to the James J. Lunsford Law Library. The information provided by the
Law Library Board through the Law Library is not generally available elsewhere. (Dkt. 50 Aut.
Exh. 24) The Law Library Board has no policy or procedure by which the Plaintiff may appeal
the trespass warning it authorized for Pilver and Wise to permanently bar Plaintiff"s access to the
{aw Library. {Dkt. #9, Exh. #9)

The Plainuff twice made written complaint of Pilver’s aggressive behavior towards bim.
Plaintiff expressed concern of being injured by Pilver. (Dkt. 9 Exh. 5, 7) The Law Library Board
endorsed an ad-hoc policy to permanently get nd of the Plaintiff, in retaliation for making
written complaints of Pilver's aggressive behavior towards lum. Pilver has a history of being
aggressive towards others. In deposition, Pilver testified of a brawl escalating to a physical fight

between himself and a roommate he was living with. (Dkt . 28 Exh. 3 p. 142 - 3. Pilver Depo.)
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C. The Law Is Cleariv Established That Wise's and Pilver’s Refaliation
Ascainst Plaintitf Because of his Protected Free Speech Violates the
First and Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution

In this case, Plaintiff alleges that Defendants Wise and Pilver, acting under color of state
law, retaliated against Plaintitf for complaining about their actions and certain policies of the
James J. Lunsford Law Library by issuing a trespass warning to him, causing Plaintifl’ to be
arrested, and by maintaining the trespass warning in place so that Plaintiff was barred from
receiving information in the James J. Lunsford Law Library. (Dkt. @ Amended Complaint, pp.
13-42). These actions violated clearly established law. Browsn, 383 U.S. at 143 ("A State or its
instrumentality may, of course, regulate the use of its libraries or other public facilities. But it
must do so in a reasonable and nondiscriminatory manner. equally applicable to all and
administered with equality to all. . . . it may not invoke regulations as to use -- whether theyv are
ad hoc or general -- as a pretext for pursuing those engaged in lawful, constitutionally protected
exercise of their fundamental rights.™); Perry, 460 U.S. at 46 (Even when the governmenl may
restrict access to public property “for its intended purposes, communicative or otherwise,” it may
do so “as long as the regulation on speech is reasonable and not an effort to suppress expression
merely because public officials oppose the speaker’s view.”). Thus. it is clearly established law
that retaliation, like that of Pilver and Wise against the Plaintiff for his exercising of First
Amendment rights is unlawful, violating Plaintift’s First and Fourteenth Amendment rights.
Vil, THE LAW LIBRARY BOARD CUSTOM AND AD-HOC POLICY THAT
PILVER AND WISE UTILIZED TO TRESPASS AND PERMANENTLY BAR

PLAINTIFF FROM ACCESSING THE LAW LIBRARY CARRIED WEIGHT
AND FORCE OF LAWY

Tampa Police Officer Charles Hathcox arresting the Plaintiff’ for trespassing at the Law
Library on the 5" of July 2003, and the two criminal trials prosecuting the Plaintiff for

. . . P N P . v N
trespassing at the Law Library on the 3 of luly 2003, is evidence of the Law Library Board's



custom and ad-hoc policy having the weight and force of law. Pilver used the ad-hoc policy and
it's force of law to trespass the Plaintiff from the Law Library, cause prosecution of the Plaintiff
for the criminal charge of trespassing, and permanently bar the Plaintiff from the Law Library.
The ad-hoc policy provided Pilver with unbridied discretion and authority to trespass and
permanently bar the Plaintifft from the Law Library. violating the Plainuft’s Fourteenth
Amendment right to substantive and procedural due process. Plaintiff has a substantive due
process right 10 use the Law Library to self-educate himself. No procedural due process hearing
was provided to the Plaintift before permanent barring Plaintitf's access 1o the Law Library and
no procedural due process hearing was provided anytime afterwards. In fact, the Law Library
Board is indifferent to the protection of the Plaintifi’s rights. Besides the ad-hoc policy
permanently barring the Plaintiff from the Law Library, the Law Library has no other written or
non-written policies concerning “(respass warnings” or “enforcement of trespass warnings.”
{Dkt. 9 Exh. 9)

The ad-hoc policy endorsed by the Law Library Board through custom and duty of board
chair Kellaher, enabled Pilver to permanently get rid of the Plaintiff, and get even for the
PlaintiT’s written leiters of complaint and petitioning for change.

Vill, CONCLUSION

Defendant Pilver violaited the clearly established rights of the Plantiff. Plaintilf had a
clearly established right to access and receive the forty-three-thousand volumes of information
and ideas. and the electronic research capabilities (Lexis/WestLaw), provided bv the Law
Library Board and through access to the James J. Lunsford Law Library, Plaintift’ was not
provided any pre-bar hearing to be notified of accusations made against him, to present evidence,

to contiront his accusers, or 1o testity in-person in his defense. Neither was the Plamtift provided
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any post-bar hearing or procedure to appeal the trespass warning and barring of Plaintiff's access
to the Law Library. (Dkt. 31 Exh. 15; Dki. 31 Wise Depo. p. 28 - 30) Defendant Wise had
conferred with Law Library Board Chair Kellaher, via telephone regarding Piiver’s ad-hoc
policy to trespass and bar the Plaintiff permanently from the Law Library. Under the guise of the
Plainiff being a threat to Law Library staff, Wise convinced Kellaher of there being no other
viable course of action, and negotiated Kellaher’s endorsement of the Wise and Pilver ad-hoc
policy to permanently bar the Plaintiff from the Law Library. Kellaher endorsed the ad-hoc
policy on behalf of the Law Library Board. It was the custom of the Law Library Board, and one
of Kellaher's duties as Chair, because it was impossible to get the Law Library Board together.
The ad-hoc policy has kept the Plaintiff barred from the Law Library tor nearly 6 vears 1o date.
Wise was a Decision-Maker and or part of the Decision-Making Process and there is not a
minute amount of evidence that the Plaintiff caused any disturbance or threatened anyone when
he was trespass and barred from the Law Library through the ad-hoc policy.

All of the arguments in Plaintiff’s Response to Defendant Wise’s Motion for Summary
Judgment, and thereatier the last subsequent amended version replacing that mwotion, is
incorporated here by reference. All of the arguments in Plaintift’s Response to Defendant Law
Library Board's Motion for Summary Judgment, and thereafter the last subsequent amended
version replacing that motion, is incorporated here by reference.

This court should deny Pilver’s claim of qualified immuonity and hold that “under the
circumstances of this case, no reasonably competent officer would have concluded that the
Plaintiff had no right to remain in the Law Library during open public hours, or no right to
receive the legal information and ideas contained in the forty-three-thousand volumes and other

materials provided exclusively through access to the Law Library.”
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Respectiully submntted and dated this ___1 1" dayof _May 2009

Qennid Mol

DENNIS HUNT, PRO-SE

2319 Nantucket Drive

Sun City Center. FL 33373

Tel: (813} 436-9915

E-mail: huntdennis2007{gyahoo.com

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
1 HEREBY CERTIFY that a true copy of the foregoing has been forwarded via US.P.S

First Class Mail to Stephen M. Todd, Senior Assistant County Attorney, P.O. Box 1110, Tampa
FL. 33601-1110, on this 1% dayof ____May . 2000

Qernd Yol

DENNIS HUNT, PRO-SE

SWORN STATEMENT

1 have read the foregoing Motion and under the penalties of perjury, I state the facts
stated therein are true and cotrect.

Py /1, 2009 Ame) W

U DATE DENNIS HUNT, PRO-SE
2319 Nantucket Drive
Sun City Center, FL 33573-8005

Famerilospilea il b
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02/21/2007 D001 SEE DOCKET TEXT
01/16/2007 D001 S| 10 COLLECTIONS -
0972012006 D01 FINAL NOTICE SENT
08/16/2006 D001 - ORDER:

08/01/2006 DO 'MOTION

06/23/2006 D001 ‘MOTION

06/23/2006 D001 MOTION

06/12/2006 D001 MOTION

06/09/2006 D001 MOTION

http:/fpublicrecord hilisclerk.com/oridev/criminal_pack.doc?pcSearchMod

MANDATE AFFIRMING

TRANSCRIPTS OF 6-6-05 & 6-8-05 FILED :
‘CALLED AND LEFT MESSAGE FOR PARTY TO CALL ME - E-
MAIL FROM DOUG - THIS ACNT WILL BE DELETED FROM
ICREDIT REPORTING IN 1-2 WEEKS - THEN IT CAN TAKE THE
‘CREDIT BUREAU 30-60 DAYS TO ACTUALLY REMOVEIT
EFROM THE%R RECORDS

SACCOUMT REGALLED FROM ALLIANGE ONE
" PARTY CAME INTO OFFICE RE AMT SENT TO ALLIANCE ONE -

-~ HAS APPEAL ON CASE 05-CF-013140 - PER DOUG, RECALL
FROM ALLIANCE ONE

MOTN FOR CORRECYIGN REDUCTION OR MODIFICATION OF
EILLEGAL SENTENCE

" IMOTN TO VACATE OR SET ASIDE THE CONVICTION AND

SENTENCE

" MOTN FOR JDGMNT OF ACQUITTAL OR MOTN FOR NEW

TRIAL
ALL MOTNS WERE FILED 1/20/07 BY THE DEFT PRO SE

DO NOT ACCERT PAYMENTS ON THIS CASE. SOME OR ALL

‘OF THE COURT COSTS, FINES, AND/OR FEES ON THIS CASE
{HAVE BEEN SUBMITTED TO A COLLECTION AGENCY .,
-PLEASE REFER CUSTOMER TO EITHER THE COLLECTIONS
(DEPARTMENT LOCATED IN ROOM 101 OF THE EDGECOMB
BUILDING (PHONE#B13-276-8100 EXT 3896) OR TG ALLIANCE
‘ONE AT 1-877-541-8420 FOR DETAILS ON CURRENT AMOUNT
DUE,

" “Docket entry for the ietter produced from CLALMRG on 29-SEP-

2006 by OWENSW. Recipients: , DENNIS B HUNT.

" ORDER DISMISSING MOTN FOR EMERG HRNG AND MOTN

‘FOR LEAVE OF COURT SIGNED BY JUDGE LEFLER AND
SFILED 8/11/06

" ‘FOR EMERGENCY HEARING @ MOTION FOR LEAVE OF

“COURTFILED BY DEFENDANT DENNIS HUNT/NC MOH
fATTACHED

| “MOTN FOR JDG THOMAS BARBER TO RECUSE HIMSELF |

‘FILED 6/20/06 BY DEFT PRO SE

MOTN TO DISQUALIFY JUDGE THOMAS BARBER FILED

:6/20/06 BY DEFT PRO SE

' PRO SE MOTION FOR JUDGE THOMAS BARBER TO RECUSE

HIMSELF OR MOTION TO DISQUALIFY JUDGE THOMAS
'BARBER

:::PRO SE MOTION FOR GIRCUIT COURTY TO ORDER
ADDITIONAL COUNT COURT RECORDS AND TRANSCRIPTS
‘FOR INCLUSION IN THE RECORD OF THE CIRCUIT COURT

=CS&pcCaseld=03-C... 5/11/72009
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{OF APPEALS- WAS FILED IN CIRCUIT COURT ON 3/31/06
: § B “MTN FOR CRT TO TAKE NOTICE OF DEFT'S CHG OF ADD
05/22/2006 D001 'MOTION -FOR RECEIPT OF MAIL AND SVC OF CRT PAPERS FILED BY
1 : DEFT PROSE
e e SELLTTORE
06/222000 D001~ ADDRESSFILED E L .
03/07/2006 ‘001 'ORDER: ggggg;a DISMISSING MOTION FOR POST CONVICTION

~‘¥9!33!2005:;D()01 fTRANSM!TT AL ERECORD SENT TO STATE ATTORNEY & PD. NCR

1012772005 D001 (/APPEAL PREPARED READY TO BE COPIED AND SENT OUT/ked

fozrans oy FEELETTERSENT © 1 o oo

S COLLECTIONS LETTER SENT IN ERROR - COLLECTION :
ACTIONS TO 8E PUT ON HOLD UNTIL APPEAL IS OVER - DRB

12/29/2005 Docket entry for the letter produced from CLALMRG
~on 26-0CT-2005 by KRENN. Recipients: DENNIS B HUNT.

8-6-05 AND 6-8-05: ALL TRANSCRIPTS IN APPEALS TG
‘COMPLETE THE RECORD. JCC.

10/26/2005 D001 'SEE DOCKET TEXT

'10/26/2005 D001 “TRANSCRIPT FILED
082612005 Doo1  [REPORTER'S " REPORTER'S ACKNOWLEDGMENT RECEIVED REPORT
DSIZ572005 ACKNOWLEDGMENT ~ 'SERVED ON 9-9-05, NCR

: : ICAN'T SEND OUT WA!TiNG ON TT'S FILE LOCATED IN
.08/18/2005 DO JNDEX PREPARED 'DRAWER! ked

07/18/2005 D001 "'EGRDER ST T T ORDER APPOINTING PUBLIC DEFENDER FOR APPEAL

o remianng g © :ADJUDICATION OF INDIGENCY AND ORDER APPOINTING

, ‘PUB DFDR SIGNED BY JUDGE BARBER *

TIGE OF ASRRAL T
FILED # "

T DESIGNATION TOCT
‘REPORTER

JUDICIALACTS TOBE |
‘REVIEWED

‘.-ZWR";%:{”E'N”bi'RVE‘C.leO‘R'SH’(' B I T s T T T T O
TO CLERK

csfcé,!zctjéf"%é@f&ai’** 'CASE STATUS UPDATED o
R GLE o
"ADJUDCATION

106/08/2005 %DOO‘! EjSEE DOCKET TEXT

0711812005 :D0O1 ;SEE DOCKET TEXT
0812912005 D001
s
.‘:oé;zé,:zbbéﬁﬁodf .
0612612005 D001

06/08/2005 ‘D00 :
Co ' ".ORDER GRANTING MOTION IN PART AND DENYING iN PART
CFILED IN COURT :

' {Event Scheduled JTR OS—JUN-ZG{}S 09: 00 Judge BARBER

'fTHOMAS P., Room:CR20, Room Location:NT, User iD=
;GR!F FiNM

JURY TRIAL SET &
"NOTICE SENT

" 'SUBPOENA RETURNED
'SERVED

 'SUBPOENA RETURNED
'SERVED MR. DAV%D LINDSEY PILVER

' ‘SUBPOENA RETURNED LEFT AT PLAGE OF EMPLOYMENT WiTH DEBBIE BUCHAN'
:UNSERVED . {FOR HERBERT SOTO) . . N .

' ' " ‘Event Scheduled JTR.06-JUN-2005,08:00, Judge:BARBER,

THOMAS P, Room:CR20, Room Location:NT, User iD =

‘GRIFFINM

‘Event Scheduled PTR 23-MAY- 2(305 13: 30, Judge BARBER
THOMAS P., Room:CR20, Room Location:NT, User 1D =
. 3GRiFF¥NM

06/07/2005 D001

105/25/2005 -DOG1 ESANDRA KELLAHER

04/18/2005 fDOGi

104/ 1 4’2005 DO{H

EJURY TRIAL SET &

04N 1!2305:1%0001 ;,NOT% CE SENT

'iPRsTRsAL sr;"r & NOT!CE

04/11/2005 :DOO SENT

.:04!08,‘2005 :’DOO? ‘ADDITIONAL LIST OF %FiLEﬁ) iN COURT

hitp://publicrecord. illsclerk.com/ondev/criminal_pack.doc?peSearchMode=CS&pcCaseld=03-C...  5/11/2009
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1021152005 jnom

02116/2005 D001
02/10/2005 D001
_iezmzzoos focm

ﬁez 09.2005 0001

-02/08/2005 §Dsm
92;08:2305.30001

-02/01/2005 ‘D001

01/31/2005 D001

01/20/2005. D00

01/20/2005 §D001

01/19/2005 DOO1

01/18/2005_DOO
01/07/2005 ‘D01

-01/07/2005 :D001

51215012004 DOO1

1210312004 ‘{)001

11/24/2004 {3001‘ -
;-??:';2452004'3:‘3801.
.,.10 104/2004 DGG? -

.ébéf;30/2004 35001’ o
002312004 DOOT

hitp://publicrecord.hillsclerk.com/oridev/criminal_pack.doc?pcSearchMode=CS& pcCaseld=03-C..

. VWTNESSES
04/05/2005 D001

“EVENT MODIFIED

?v:OTiON IN LIMINE

" 'SUBPOENA RETURNED

:SERVED . o .
T Event Deleted, JTR 24-JAN-2005,08:00:00, Judge:BARBER,
THOMAS P, Room:CR20, Room Location:NT, User ID =
;N@EDE%ROS

"[Event Change JTR 24-JAN-2005,08:00:00, Judge:BARBER,
- THOMAS P., Room:CR20, Room Location:NT, User iD =
LOPREST!
‘Event Change,PTR,18-JAN-2005,13:30:00, Judge:BARBER,
THOMAS P., Room:CR20, Room Location:NT, User ID =

N LOPRESTI

1211312004 inom SUBPOENA RETURNED

-EVENT DELETED

'EVENT MODIFIED

FILEDBO SAO

SUBPOENA RETURNED fMR DAVID s.mnssv PILVER

'SERVED :
" SUBPOENA RETURNED
'SERVED S ,;v;g DAVID LINDSEY PILVER |
- 'SUBPOENARETURNED
'SERVED .
'SUBPOENA RETURNED
‘UNSERVED g_sF'r AT PLACE OF EMPLOYMENT WITH DESIG. PERSON.
' 'SUBPOENA RETURNED
 SERVED | ,;OFFSCER HATHCOX | |
T ' " ‘Event Seheduied,JTR 04-APR-2005,08:00, Judge:-BARBER,
.f‘;%%\{c?‘s’;‘gﬁ . "THOMAS P., Room:CR20, Room Location:NT, User ID =
.j  GRIFFINM
“‘Event Scheduled PTR,22-MAR-2005,13:30, Judge:BARBER.
;izgﬁﬁm seT anoTIcE THOMAS P., Room:CR20, Room Location:NT, User ID =
r ‘GRIFFINM
i o " Event Deleted,JTR, 14-FEB-2005,08:00:00, Judge:BARBER,
EVENT DELETED ;THOMAS P, Room:CR20, Room Location:NT, User iD =
y S MEDEIROS
" 'SUBPOENA RETURNED | .
SERVED TRD CHARLES HATHCOX 01-26-05 |
';' ' " ‘Event Scheduled JTR.14-FEB-2005,08:00, Judge BARBER,
ii%ﬁ.},cgqgg&?m‘ & gTHOMAS P., Room:CR20, Roomn Location:NT, User ID =
! _ GRIFFINM
“Event Scheduled.PTR,01-FEB-2005,13:30, Judge:BARBER,
225’?“‘" SET & NOTICE THOMAS P., Room:CR20, Room Location:NT, User ID =

EGRiFF!NM .
MR, HERBERT SOTO

EOFFSCER CHARLES HATHCOX

'SERVED o
' 'SUBPOENA RETURNED |,
S im0 e v
P TR T st st i
SERVED “ .ggFF!CER CHARLES HATHCOX |
UURYTRIALSET&  Event Scheduled, JTR,24-JAN-2005,08:00, Judge:NAZARETIAN,
,‘NO’%’%CE SENT ~;N¥CK, Room:CR21. Room Location:NT, User D = GRIFFINM
" PRETRIAL SET & NOTICE ‘Event Scheduled PTR,18-JAN-2006,13:30. Judge:NAZARETIAN,
SENT ng!CK Room CR21 Room Lovatmn NT User b= GR!FF&NM
'SUBPOENA RETURNED '
'SERVED H SOTO 09-30-04
APBENA RETORNED e e
;::SERVED 5:&3{—3 DA\{!D LINDSEY PILVER

.%SUBPOENA RETURNED

Page 3 of 5

8/11/2009
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'SERVED : , , B
CJURY TRIAL SET&  ‘Event Scheduled JTR.29-NOV-2004,08:00, Judge:NAZARETIAN, |
“NOTICE SENT NICK, Room:CR21, Room Location:NT, User ID = GRIFFINM
PRETRIAL SET & NOTICE “‘Event Scheduied.PTR 23-NOV-2004.13:30, Judge-NAZARETIAN,
BENT . . N#CK,. Room:CR21, Room Location:NT, User 1D = GRIFFINM
" DISPOSITIONSET &  iEvent Scheduled,DiS,08-SEP-2004,08:30, Judge:NAZARETIAN,
‘ . ‘NOTICE SENT _ iNICK, Room:CR21, Room Location:NT, User 1D = BENNIFIE
,:Q?h’e;’;édéé{%éeﬁé'réi**{CASEREOFENED i OO AL, DO Loanont ], eet T T DR
e DISPOSITION SET& 'Event Scheduled DIS,02-AUG-2004,13:30, Judge:NAZARETIAN,
INOTICE SENT . NiCK Room: CR21 Room Location: NT User ID = CORNELLA

" DISPOSITION SETS ~ ‘Event Scheduled DIS, 30-JUN-2004.13:30, Judge NAZARETIAN,
;NOTICE SENT ‘NICK, Room:CR21, Room Location:NT, User ID = GRIFFINM

" MOTION SET & NOTICE  Event Scheduled MOT.20-MAY-2004.13:30, Judge:NAZARETIAN,
SBENT NICK, Room:CR21, Room Location:NT, User iD = GRIFFINM

- .f’MOTION‘CLOSED \..ASE ‘Event Scheduled,MOCﬁ4-MAY-2084.09.€}G, Judge.NAZARET!AN, :
. f‘;SET . ,N¥CK, Room:CRZL Roqm L.og:atiu’n:N}’,. User iD = CASTELLA
) "~ MOTION FOR JUDGMENT OF ACQUITTAL OR MOTION FOR
NEW TRIAL o .
" DEFT'S MOTN FOR JUDGMENT OF ACQUITTAL OR MOTION
{FOR NEW TRIAL . .
0'4' 30 2004 oao: f.}éié#és'md& SET&  iEvent Scheduled,DIS,20-MAY-2004,13:30, Judge:NAZARETIAN,
el . ,NOT!CE SENT ‘NICK, Room:CR21, Room Location:NT, User ID = COLMERIC
s " 'DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR JUDGEMENT OF ACQUITAL OR
MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL

50910812004 oot

:09!08:’2004;}{)001

08/09/2004 DOOY

10?}1312004§§Dom
0512412004 D01
05102004 DOOT
0510672004 DOOT
."ds)é's;éoééfbémw %NQTiCE os: HEARiNG

05/03/2004 D001 ‘MOTION |

04/27/2004. D001 '}ssﬁ DOCKET TEXT
03,03 fééé# oom © DISPOSITION SET& }gEuent Scheduled, DS 27-APR-2004.08:30, Judge:NAZARETIAN,
> 5 ‘NOTICE SENT “NICK, Room:CR21, Room Lacation:NT, User ID = GRIFFINM

" DISPOSITION SET & 'Event Scheduied,DIS,02-MAR-2004.08:30  Judge-NAZARETIAN,
‘NOTICE SENT NICK, Room:CR21, Room Location:NT, User (D = GRIFFINM

" TOPAY SET-NOTICE  'Event Scheduled TPA 21-JAN-2004,13:30, Judge:NAZARETIAN,
ISENT NICK, Room:CR21, Room Location: N"i‘ User D= GRIFF%NM

4210172603 D00t~ ORDER: ~ " “ORDER APPOINTING SPECIAL PUBLIC DEFENDER
12012003 D001 SEE DOCKET TEXT ~ NOTICE OF PRIOR COMBLIANGE
o DISPOSITIONSET &  iEvent Scheduled,DIS,21-JAN-2004,13730, Judge:NAZARETIAN,
NOTICE SENT ‘NICK, Room:CR21, Room Location:NT, User ID = GRIFFINM
RBRIGEOF e P W S S SRR
, , APPEARANCE:
11/0512003 DOOT ”;Norscz OF D!SCOVERY . , o
1110372003 000; T DISPOSITIONSET & ‘Event Scheduled,DiS,12-NOV-2003,13:30, Judge:NAZARETIAN,
' _ NOTICE SENT _NICK, Room:CR21, Room Location:NT, User 1D = GRIFFINM
10/27/ 2003 Dom ~MOTION ‘DEF MOTION FOR CONTINUENCE OF HEARING .
' :Event Deleted, MOC,03-NOV-2003,13:30:00, Judge:NAZARETIAN, -
NICK, Room: CR21 Room Location:NT, User 1D = FELGER

" “MOTION/CLOSED CASE :Event Scheduled MOC 03-NOV-2003.13:30, Judge:NAZARETIAN,
SET ~NICK, Room:CR21, Room Location:NT, User.iD. FELGER

.  ‘FILED WITH MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL/OR AMENDMENT TO
NOTICE OF HEARING _MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL .

»10[2?!2903 *_Genem!ﬂ 'Cf%sE.STATUS UPOATED s ..1 PR

10 0122:200" DO0T fmoﬂow fMOﬂON FOR JUDGMENT or-' ACQUETTAL

10/22/2003 DOO1 .{EMOT.IQNFQRNEWTR%F\L L .

T MOTIONIGLOSED CASE  Event Scheduled MOGC.03-NOV-2003,13:30, Judge: NAZARETIAN
SET MNICK, Room:CR21, Room Location: NT User D = CASTELLA

1072212003 Doo1 _“NOTICE OF HEARING:

01/26/2004-D001

'12/08/2003 D001

11/13/2003 ‘5001

1170612003 ;DGO? ffFlLED BY ATTY PEDRO AMADOR JR

1012412003 D001 'EVENT DELETED
.1@/24!2093?0001

1 02‘23!2003 DOO?

10/22/2003 D001

hitp:/fpublicrecord. hillsclerk.com/oridev/criminal_pack doc?pcSearchMode=CS&pcCaseld=03-C...  5/11/2009
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TO PAY SET - NOTICE :Event Scheduled, TPA.04-DEC-2003,13:30, Judge:NAZARETIAN,

10/21/12003 D00 “gpy NICK, Room:CR21. Room Location:NT, User 1D = GRIFFINM
e e e D R SR P
10/15/2603 ‘D001 ADJUDCATION
e ENADUGES | Ll
10/01/2003 D001 TECUM RETURNED .EOFFIQER CHARLES HATHCOX, TPD
e RETURNES
L S SUBPGENA RETURNED 1 o m o
10/01/2003 ‘D001 SERVED HERBERT SOTO
09/22 12063 5001 ‘NON-JURY TR SET & ‘Event Scheduled NJT.15-0CT-2003,08:30, Judge:NAZARETIAN,
NOTICE SENT :NICK, Room:CR21, Room Logation:NT, User ID = GRIFFINM
" mand .NOT!CEOFREC!PROCAL - S o

09/16/2003 D001 DISCOVERY
09/11/2003 D601 NOTICE OF DISCOVERY:
08/27/2003 D001 :NOTICE OF DISCOVERY: | N
'0'8 25/2003 10061 " 'DISPOSITION SET&  :Event Scheduled,DIS,17-SEP-2003,13:30, Judge:NAZARETIAN, |

A NOTICE SENT :NICK, Roon:CR21, Room Location:NT, User ID = GRIFFINM
08/21/2003 D601~ RECEIPT 21-AUG-2003,540.00, User id = ALLENE, Receipt No = 282775
e ERDRITOE T R
08/20/2003 ‘D001 INDIGENCY :

, . PUBLIC DEF APPLFEE  exnnn
08/20/2003 D004 IMPOSED $ $40.00
08/08/2003 0001 ' DISPOSITIONSET&  ‘Event Scheduled,DIS,20-AUG-2003,13:30, Judge:NAZARETIAN,
) ‘ . ‘NOTICE SENT ‘NICK, Room:CR21, Room Location:NT, User {D = GRIFFINM .

711412003 ibom " [NTA CALENDARED FOR ‘Event Scheduled,NTA,04-AUG-2003.08:00, Judge:NAZARETIAN,
: ' ARRAIGNMENT ‘NICK, Room:CR21. Room Location:NT, User iD = MINGLE
o711'oi20’o'3'bbé1 ..... NOTICE 6 'AP'PEAR .............................................

hetp://publicrecord.hitisclerk.com/oridev/criminal_pack.doc?pcSearchMode=CS&pcCaseld=03-C...  5/11/2009
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Scheduling EXHLBIT
A6
Name: HUNT. DENNIS B Person @941721 party: Dop4 _ Panty Closed -

Status: 06/08/2005
. Case 03-CM- Case -, s Case Closed -
UCN: 292003MM018502D0001TA Number: 018502  Created: 07/14/2003 Division: E Status: 06/08/2005

Case Type Description: MISDEMEANOR Court & ouNTY CRIMINAL

Type:
Case Event Description Date Start Time Judge Location Room
Number
03-CM- - . ANNEX 801 E TWIGGS,
oigs02  INURY TRIAL 06/08/2005 {| 09:00:00 IBARBER TAMPA CR20
[ Attended || Persontd || Party i Name ;
ASSISTANT STATE
A513717 ATTORNEY MORAGON, DIANA
| Yes fl@941721 IIDEFENDANT 1 {IHUNT, DENNIS B !
[A7330 IIPRIVATE ATTORNEY HAMADOR, PEDRO L i
Case Event Desc;iption Date Start Time Judge Location Room
Number
03-CM- - ANNEX 801 E TWIGGS,
018502 WURY TRIAL 06/06/2005 i| 08:00:00 HBARBER TAMPA CR20
! Attended || Personid i Party i Name ]
HASSISTANT STATE
A513717 |ATTORNEY MORAGON, DIANA
! Yes il@941721 IDEFENDANT 1 I[HUNT, DENNIS B !
1A7330 IPRIVATE ATTORNEY {IAMADOR, PEDRO L ;
Case Event Description Date Start Time Judge Location Room
Number ]
03-CM- - A0 ANNEX 801 E TWIGGS,
018502 |IPRETRIAL ] 05/23/2005 {| 13:30:00 |BARBER TAMPA CR20
[ Attended || Person id Party Name ]
- ASSISTANT STATE
A513717 ATTORNEY MORAGON, DIANA
l@941721 HDEFENDANT 1 [HUNT, DENNIS B i
{A7330 IPRIVATE ATTORNEY JIAMADOR, PEDRO L I
| Calendar Comments |
[DEFT APP WAIVED @ PTR |
Case Event Description Date Start Timeu Judge Location Room
Number i 9
03-CM- annn 1l ANNEX 801 E TWIGGS,
018502 |OTHER 04/06/2005 }| 07:00:00 !!BARBER TAMPA CR20

hitp//publicrecord. hittsclerk. com/oridev/criminal_pack.sch?pcSearchMode=CS8& pnPidm=942076... 5/11/2009
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Attended

E Name

rereri jorevees

Yes

i Party
E;DEFENGANT 1

]
IIHUNT, DENNIS B

Page 2 of 7

Case Event Description Date Start Time Judge Location Room
Number
03-CM- 60 § ANNEX 801 E TWIGGS, i
018502 SJURY TRIAL 04/04/2005 |1 08:00:00 §BARBER TAMPA CRZ20 li
| Attended || Personid |l Party i Name |
HASSISTANT STATE N ]
AS13717 {; ATTORNEY ;MORAGON, DIANA
| Yes @941721 I[DEFENDANT 1 HUNT, DENNIS B §
1A7330 i PRIVATE ATTORNEY AMADOR, PEDRO L i
Case Event Description Date Start Time Judge Location Room
Number T
03-CM- i 0290 2000 I ANNEX 801 E TWIGGS,
018502 PRETRIAL E! 03/22/2005 i 13:30:00 !BARBER TAMPA CR20
{ AMended | Personld |l Party i Name i
e HASSISTANT STATE |
AD13717 k ATTORNEY ?‘\AORAGON, DIANA
] Yes li@941721 DEFENDANT 1 HIHUNT, DENNIS B
{A7330 PRIVATE ATTORNEY IAMADOR, PEDRO L I
Case Event Description Date Start Time Judge Location Room
Nusnber
03-CM- e ANNEX 801 E TWIGGS,
018502 PRETRIAL 02/01/2005 || 13:30:00 EBARBER TAMPA CR20
| Attended i Personid || Party i Name i
- ASSISTANT STATE il ,
AST3717 ATTORNEY %MOP\AGON, DEANA
Yes 1@941721 DEFENDANT 1 IIHUNT, DENNIS B i
5‘?330 PRIVATE ATTORNEY §AMADOR, PEDROL {
™ Case | |
; Number Event Description i Date Start Tsme!g Judge - Location Room
il 03-CM- i anan l NEX 801 E TWIGGS,
| otss02 PRETRIAL 35 01/18/2005 §{j 13:30:00 [;BARBER TAMPA CR20
| Attended | Person kimdj o Party ! Name |
ASSISTANT STATE
AB13717 ATTORNEY MORAGON, DIANA
§ Yes l@o41721 {DEFENDANT 1 HUNT, DENNIS B
E i E
http://publicrecord hillsclerk com/oridev/criminal_pack.sch?pcSearchMode=CS& pnPidm=942076... 5/11/2009
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Page 3 of 7

|AT330 IPRIVATE ATTORNEY |AMADOR, PEDRO L =l
Case Event Description Date Start Time Judge Location Room
Number
03-CM- no- ANNEX 801 E TWIGGS,
018502 INURY TRIAL B 11/29/2004 | 08:00:00 {INAZARETIAN Lo 0 20 CR21
| Attended | Personlid Party I Name |
ASSISTANT STATE
A513717 ATTORNEY MORAGON, DIANA
|@941721 DEFENDANT 1 JIHUNT, DENNIS B ;
|A7330 PRIVATE ATTORNEY {IAMADOR, PEDRO L
Ng{‘:ﬁfﬂ Event Description Date Start Time Judge Location Room
03-CM- - ANNEX 801 E TWIGGS,
0igs0z  |IPRETRIAL 1112312004 || 13:30:00 NAZARETIAN iz, oo CR21
[ Attended || Personlid | Party i Name |
- ASSISTANT STATE ,
AB13717 ATTORNEY MORAGON, DIANA
| Yes i@941721 HDEFENDANT 1 HUNT, DENNIS B i
A7330 IIPRIVATE ATTORNEY HAMADOR, PEDRO L |
Case | L . ] .
Number i Event Description Date Start Time Judge Location Room
oo I H naan. ANNEX 801 E TWIGGS,
018502  ||DISPOSITION 09/08/2004 i 08:30:00 INAZARETIAN iy oo cazz-
[ Attended || Personlid || Party i Name i
ASSISTANT STATE
filim 7 ATTORNEY MORAGON, DIANA
| Yes l@941721 HDEFENDANT 1 IHUNT, DENNIS B |
A7330 IPRIVATE ATTORNEY  |JAMADOR, PEDRO L
Case Event Description Date Start Time Location Room
Number
03-CM- |l 0 ANNEX 801 £ TWIGGS,
013502 [iDlSPOSITION 08/03/2004 |} 13:30:00 INAZARETIAN = o0 CR21
| Attended || Personid || Party i Name |
ASSISTANT STATE ‘
A104426 ATTORNEY ElCOLEMAN, BARBARA W
1@941721 [IDEFENDANT 1 {IHUNT, DENNIS B |
IA7330 [IPRIVATE ATTORNEY HAMADOR, PEDRO L i
hitp://publicrecord hillsclerk com/oridev/criminal_pack. sch?peSearchMode=CS& pnPidm=942076... 5/11/2009
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— == i T B T S p—
Case Event Description Date ilStart Time Judge Location iRoom
Number i i
03-CM- | . W i am0.00 HANNEX 801 E TWIGGS,
018502 giassposmom t 06/30/2004 I 13:30:00 INAZARETIAN ITAMPA CR21
] H ..............,.....................E
[ Attended || Personid | Party i Name !
ASSISTANT STATE i
A104426 ATTORNEY gCOLEMAN, BARBARA W
@941721 IDEFENDANT 1 IHUNT. DENNIS B
A7330 IPRIVATE ATTORNEY IAMADOR, PEDRO L
Case . . i .
Event Description Date Start Time|| Judge Location Room
Number
03-CM- an. ANNEX 801 E TWIGGS, Lot |
| 018502 E‘ION HEARING 05/20/2004 || 13:30:00 NAZARETIAN |20 o CR21
[ Attended || Personld | Party i Name i
ASSISTANT STATE
fi g«;;tzs ATTORNEY COLEMAN, BARBARA W
@941721 DEFENDANT 1 IHUNT, DENNIS B ]
!A?o3{3 PRIVATE ATTORNEY |[AMADOR, PEDRO L
Case f f
Number Event Description Date Start Time Judge Location ﬁ?irﬁlg
03-CM- . NN ANNEX 801 E TWIGGS, N
018502  |DISPOSITION I; 05/20/2004 §| 13:36:00 E;NAZARETIAN TAMPA CR21
™ Attended | Person Id I Party | Name !
ASSISTANT STATE
A104426 ATTORNEY COLEMAN, BARBARA W
l@941721 DEFENDANT 1 [HUNT, DENNIS B |
IA7330 IPRIVATE ATTORNEY {IAMADOR, PEDRO L
Case Event Description Date ilsmrt Tm;}r Judge Location Room
Number - s i g
03-CM-  IIMOTION/CLOSED - U ngenn- - ANNEX 801 E TWIGGS,
018502 JICASE ;} 05/14/2004 Ei 09:00:00 [INAZARETIAN firyios CR21
| Attended I Personid | ~ Party i Name 5‘
ASSISTANT STATE i
Al O'ffe ATTORNEY iiCOLEMAN BARBARA W
[@941721 HDEFENDANT 1 IHUNT, DENNIS 8 !
IAT330 HPRIVATE ATTORNEY iIAMADOR, PEDRO L |
{ ____Calendar Comments I
- i
IMOTION FOR JUDGMENT OF ACQUITTAL ORMOTION FORNEW |
http://publicrecord.hillsclerk. com/oridev/criminal_pack.sch?peSearchMode=CS& pnPidm=942076... 5/11/2009
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Hillsborough County Clerk's Court Progress Dockets

Page 6 of 7

i i i | il 3
| Number i il | ol
§ 03-CM- p f. ANNEX 801 E TWIGGS, |
| o18502 TO PAY 12/04/2003 i 13:30:00 jNAZARETIAN TAMPA CR21 |
™ Attended || Personld | Party il Name |
ASSISTANT STATE
A549835 ATTORNEY OVER. KRISTEN
@941721 IDEFENDANT 1 HHUNT. DENNIS B !
Case Event Description Date Start Time Location Roomii
Number
03-CM- = ANNEX 801 E TWIGGS,
018502 DISPOSITION 11/12/2003 | 13:30:00 INAZARETIAN TAMPA CR21
| Attended || Personid |l Party | Name |
@941721 IDEFENDANT 1 IHUNT, DENNIS B |
Case . [ . ]
Number ‘ Event Description Date Start Time Judge Location Room
03-CM- IMOTION/CLOSED e ANNEX 801 E TWIGGS,
018502 !i CASE 1170372003 {f 13:30:00 UNAZARETIAN o)\ o8 CR21
" Attended Il Personid || Party i Name
1 Yes ll@941721 {IDEFENDANT 1 HHUNT, DENNIS B
| Calendar Comments |
MOTION FOR JUDGMENT OF ACQUITTALMOTION FOR A NEW
TRIAL
NCase Event Description Date Start Time Judge Location Room
umber
03-CM- an. ANNEX 801 E TWIGGS,
018502 NON-JURY TRIAL 10/15/2003 }} 08:30:00 }INAZARETIAN lie ) pron CR21
[ Attended || Personld || Party i Name !
ASSISTANT STATE
A549835 ATTORNEY OVER, KRISTEN
] Yes l|@941721 IDEFENDANT 1 JHUNT. DENNIS B i
Case - . .
Number Event Description Date Start Txmeg! L.ocation Room
03-Ch- an. ANNEX 801 E TWIGGS,
018502 P SPOSITION 09/17/2003 | 13:30:00 INAZARETIAN 1o AMPA CR21
Attended || Personid i Party i Name i
i 3

hitp //publicrecord hillsclerk. com/oridev/criminal_pack.sch?peSearchMode=CS& pnPidin=942076...

51172009
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Hillsborough County Clerk's Court Records Page tof |

Pt e e 2 0 4
Charge Status

Name: HUNT, DENNIS B Ferson @941721 Party: Dop§ _ Party Closed -

Status: 06/08/2005

. , Case 03-CM- Case ; © e Case Closed -
UCN: 202003MMO18502D001TA (o S23% Bmir o eagts 07/14/2003 Division: & Statae: 0/06/2005
Case Type Description: MISDEMEANOR ?;’;f COUNTY CRIMINAL
} CURRENT CHARGES |
i DISPOSITION |
Offense | Charge | I Charge f -
Date E;Count Code GOC Description Level Plea Date || Plea Date Description
; TRESPASS IN }i
1 UNOCCUPIED [IMISDEMEANOR
o7/05/2003] 1 }|o10081 - STRUGTURE || SECOND  l10/45/2003{NC.  llosroerz005 DI UDICATION
TRES1000 OR DEGREE PLEA WITHHELD
i ICONVEYANCE

No Arrest Information on File

EXHIBIT
H AT

http //publicrecord. hilisclerk.com/ondev/criminal_pack.cs?peSearchMode=CS&pnPidm=942076...  5/11/2009



Hillsborough County Clerk's Court Progress Dockets Page tof |

Sentence/Assessments

42

. Person ) Party Closed -
Name: HUNT, DENNIS B Id: @941721 Party: DOO1 Status: 06/08/2005

Case -, s Case Closed -
Created: 07/ 14/2003 Division: E Status: 06/08/2005

?"“" COUNTY CRIMINAL

. Case 03-CM-
UCN: 292003MMG18502D001TA Number: 018502

Case Type Description: MISDEMEANOR

ype:
[ Assessments Total ||  Balance Due |
| $1,420.00 I $1.380.00 i

[ Date liCount]| Sentence Description ||

Sentence Text i Min || Max || Length
06/08/2005{ 1 ﬁcoum' COSTS gﬁg’gg’;m JUDGE H
— |
EXHIRIT

# a8

hutp://publicrecord hillsclerk.com/oridev/criminal _pack.sen?pcSearchMode=CS& pnPidm=942076... 5/11/2009



